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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

LESTER JON RUSTON, § 

Plaintiff, § 

V. § Civil Action No. 05-2314 (RMQ) 

BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, .TOBACCO, § 

FIREARMS AND EXPLOSIVES, 



Defendant, 



§ 



13tAVERS[E 

The Defendant, ori or abont Jahtiary 3, 2006, filed an "answer" to the 
complaint. Plaintiff respectfully files this Traverse to their "answer". 

The Plaintiff did, indeed, state a meritorious claim, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
§ 552(a)C4)(B), in which relief can be granted. 

The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and JSsploslves (ATP) are -the party 
that has stated they refuse to confirm, or deny the existence of the records requested 
and are part of the Justice Departanent, as clearly admitted to by the Defendants. 

Plaintiff did properly state a proper party defendant. ^: - 

In paragraph one of the Defendant's answer, they deny ji:^isdiction, without 
citing any authority. Their denial is vague and causes, confusion. 

In paragraph two of the Defendant's "answer", they again deny jiirisdiction 
without citing any authority. Their answer is vague and causes confusion. 

In paragraph three, the Defendant's deny "for lack of knowledge or informa- 
tion sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the matters asserted", without 
providing the Court with any evidence of "due diligence" to research the allegations 
or any proof to the Court which disputes the "truth", they deny. Said "proof" is easily 
substantiated through "discroV^Lry" aiid,.due: Mligence. "... ■. : .:, 

In paragraph four, Defendants admit, that the ATFls-a' cofftponeht of: thfe ' :' 
United States Department of Justice,, whom denied.Plaintiff 's request for information, 
giving rise to this litigation 



-1- 



Case 1:05-cv-02314-RMU Document 10 Filed 01/12/2006 Page2of5 



In paragraph five, Defendant's admit to rsceipt of a request for any 
records for "Joanna Shropshire" as an employee of the Dallas Office of the ATFj and 
not "criminal" records as falsely stated by the Defendant's, to obstruct the Issues 
presented here • 

In paragraph six, the Defendant's once again issue a general "denial" to 
obstruct the "fact" tiiat Plaintiff seeks confirmation of employment records and 
not "criminal records", as falsely stated in Exhibits "C" and "D". Said denial has 
caused confusion and appears facially to be an attempt by the Defendants to obstruct 
justice* 

In paragraph seven, the Defendant continues to claim "denial" due to "lack 
of knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the 
matters asserted". Plaintiff presents "Exhlbit^^E" to the Court, evidence from District 
Court 380, Collin County, Texas in the matter Piano I.S,D. v. Huston, 380-786-98, 
which is "public record" , *LCh clearly shows a criiMnal conspiracy to violate the 
Texas Health :and Safety Code by an unlawful civil commitment of Plaintiff to the 
Wichita Falls' State Hospital, in part, to Plaintiff's statements regarding Joanna 
Shropshire, i.e. "her ^hirt said ATF". Further evidence of this crime and proof of 
said crime caused by the acts of Shropshire are public record in IN RE RUSTON 05-5347 
D.C. Circuit Court which clearly shows this civil commitment was fraudulent, as stated 
by State 6f Texas JMl! Attorney Tom McClure of Austin, Texas, in writing, and the 
reports of four psychiatrists and psychologists that state Plaintiff has "no mental 
illness", on the record. The Defendant's have slandered and^ libeled the Plaintiff in 
this answer by asserting his presence at the Medical Center for Federal Prisoners in 
Springfield, Missouri inpeaches "facts" which are easily substantiated by due diligence. 
^Further, Pla:intiff's custody in Springfield is illegal, which is public record in 
Rtiston V. United Statfei, 05-3243-CV-S-RED-P in the Western District of Mssoiiri, Southern 
Diylsion., All "denials" by Defendants in paragraph seven are without one scintilla of 
evidence " in support of said denial . 
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In paragraph eight, the "denial" of Plaintiff's meritorious request for 
appoiritmerit of "Special Counsel" is without any evldeocei in support of said ^'denial". 
Ihe very "denial" is just cause for an argument of mllful obstruction of justice 
by the Defendants, which justify the request for "Special Counsel", which is supported 
by statutory law ^ich a reasonable person should know. Shropshire's alleged crimes 
are violations of Title 18 U.S. C. § 2A1, if proved. 

In paragraph's nine and ten, the Defendants continue to "deny" without any 
evidence or citing any authority, which is vague and causes confusion and appears 
to be to purposefully obstruct justice in the allegations articulated by the Plaintiff. 

WIEKEFOHE, Plaintiff does respectfully file this TRAVERSE to the "atxswer" 
filed by the Defendants, and does move the Honorable Court to deny Defendants request 
that this action be dismissed, and allow Plaintiff to proceed on the merits. In the 
interest of justice. Plaintiff concedes that he has a right to file an "" amended" 
complaint, pursuant to the Fed.R.Civ.P. and name the Justice Departniisat as the 
Defendants if It so please the Honorable Court, hi^ statutory right. 



Resp^ffully 




Submitted, 



Jon Riiston #26834-177 
'"P.O, Box 400CI 

Missouri 65801 



Springfield, 
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CERTIFICATE 0? SERVICE 
Tha taidersigned hereby certifies that the foregoing instrument was 
provided to the clerk of the court and to Joshva t. Raines, Attorney/Advisor to 
Defendants on the 14th day of January, 2006, by regular U.S. Mail. Plaintiff is 



an indigent pre-trial detainee, and does request assistance mth service as such, 



pursuant to Fed . R . Civ . Pro . 



^est( 




ister Jon Ruston 



Joshua T. Raines 

Attorney-Advisor 

Office of Information and Privacy 

United States Department of Justice 

Flag Building, Suite 570 , 

Washington, D.C, 20530-OOOi 

(202) 307-3997 
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EIHIBrfaie mm-^mfF^^3lPmi^^M^IC fiMl9'1¥gpOf.S J.a§^.%efefeH 380-786-98 
DISTRICT GOUET 380 AND IN RE RUSTQEf J05-5347 D.C. CIRCUIT GODRT 



FORM 633 ADDENDUM - BHYSICIAHS CERTIFICATE Or EXA«IHAT10H 

NAME, l^ A:usp>n^ 

AGE 



1 , 



^/ RAGE CaOj^ SEX ^H DOB 9 ' 11 S 1 

/\f f f„ ^^® above named person 

1 owi/ig : / 



On or about 
said the fol 



a._/^ r-r/>;^>T^ ^a;gi^ >frf=^^ 




oommitted the fbll owing acts 



the above named person 



a »„ 

b.„ 

d._ 
3. 



■'^•■"""yri-|' 






t,,e^r;;orrnator, to onmin^fe-., ;^,,^, , ^ 



The mental status examination reveals the following: 




Previous psychiatric hospltalirations __fi^_ 

6, Item t1 and »2 were taken from the medical history as' 
reported by/applicant or other observer. 



5 . The numbe 



Data 



'jjEfn 



Name of person completing this form:_ 



MAAfllS 



